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Action: Confirm Stop Work Order 

EG&G Rocky Flats is in receipt oi your Mer dated March 7, 1995, issuing a stop work 
order (SWO) for the Industrial Area Operable Units (IA OUs), 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, and 1 ~ .  
The SWO was agreed to by representatives oi the Department oi Energy (DOE), the 
Environrnenial Frotection Agency (EPA) ana the Calorado Department of Pzblic Health m d  
the Environmen: (CqPHE': a: E mee!inc 3'; the CLE:!?,J P.c;ior: Tozm cr- F ~ k r s ~ j  S.  1 S25. 

I ne main purpose Oi the SWO is ;a suspsna war% an Inreagency .4qre%r;;Ent ilkGi 
miles;ones penaing discussions regarding the reconiiguration of the IA OUs as p r i  oi the 
negotiation oi the Rocky Flats Cleanup Agreemenr. 

-. 

Ws agree that, given the current status of the FiocAy Flats Cleanup Agreement 
negotiations, atld the Drioriiy oi the reconfiguration plan ior the IA OUs, it is prcdent io 
suspend work ar ;his iime on the development oi' Technical Memoranda for [he IA OUs tha;  
include iull data snaivsis ana risk assessmenr anaiysis. However, we ieel tha; the 
suspension oi exisrino ana upcoming planned field work for rhese projects is 
cuunterproduciive to the current and future clean up and rsmeaid objectives wiIhin the 
lndustrisl Ares and the present mission objectives ior Hoc@ Flats. 

I ne reconiiqurarion olan for the IA OUs is an integrai par; - or the ,?oc.;rV. Fiats Cleanuci 
Agi;emonT r;eco;isiions wir!l ihe regciatoy 2.genc:es. I he iA CU o l a  I R ~ . T ~ ~ ; S C  
aaeiopmenr O: new ana innovaive epprcacnes to EfivircnGIeTiai ; n ~ / ~ S t i g ~ ~ i ~ - i ,  
2SSeSsmen; anc rerneciiarion. The plan ior reconfigur2tiXi ci ?he 1ndus:rial ArEs. which was 
submiiied io the agencies on November 4, 1994, mntains recommendations isr CX?ailGn o f  
new OperEble Unirs (OUs) based on technical and regulatory irarneworks, nor on physical 
associations. One recomrnendatior: ior an OU is the No Further Action (NFA) OL! ther is to 
be estziblished through the preiiminary investigation oi the Indusxial Area. This NFA OCI 
will ultimately eliminate a significant number of Individual h'azardous Subsance Sites 
(IHSSs) that would otherwise have to be fully investigated under the current lnteragmcy 
Agreement. A c;itial factor in acnieving successiul negoaations on the reconfiguration plan 
with the reguiators will be to Dresent data that S U P P O ~ ~ S  .s nn flrriher ac!ion decision for 
these IHSSs. Eorh the non-intrusive work fiat has been completed ana :he planned 

justriy these NFA IHSS's. Currently, over thirty p e m n t  oi the total Industrial Area 
Operable Units have the poteniiai of  fziling into the iinai no action decision which will Iezd to 

current reconfiguration plvl negotiations, and signiiicantly delay the c!ean up and closure 
process ior the lnaustriai Area. 

AGdi?ionally, you; Dffice hz,s 3lac,fd orion'ty on identffying and irnplemenrlng aczeieratec 
cfe;.n~3 ~ C ; I O ~ S  :yrcuphc-: 2 ~ c k y  Fizis. In order ia Eczurarelv itienriby' arezs ::?GI Ere 

-. 

intrusive work for this fiscai year will provide the necssav surface and subsu~ace data to 

permanent dosure. Including the intrusive iie!d work in the SWO could jeopardize the 
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candidzms for accelerated actions, requires that a certain baseline of iniorrnation be collected 
on that area. Over the past year, the IA OUs have completed oniy a very small portion oi 
the scope as required in the mproved Phzse I RFI/RI workplans for the IA OUs. To date, 
t h e  IA OU IHSSs nave been cnaracterizeci primarily for suriace soil contamination within t h e  
IHSS boundaries. Only limited subsurface investigation has been peiiormecl utilizing soil 
gas analysis, Additionally, s a m e  characterization is underway mainly in OU 9 as part of 
the tank investigation. The nature and extent, however, of possible contamination is 
essentially unknown for the IA OUs, making it very difficult to aaequateiy identify and 
quantify possible accelerated action sites, particularly for those sites that pose a risk and 
warrant early remediation. The purpose of the intrusive field work planned for this summer 
is to confirm ana quantify the nature and exrent of contamination in the subSufiace. 
Accelerated actions, especially in t h e  outyears ( i.e. fiscal year 1996 ana 19S7) will rely 
heavily on the data collected from the intrusive field work performed by the IA OUs. The 
data will be quite important for accelerated activities. This is especially true for removal 
actions wnere the estimates oi the jotenrial waste generation a n  vitallv imponant (e.g. 
UndErgrounj ; z n k  sr rJipeline removais). ,A,ccilicxlly, iHSSs thai O i n ~ ~ , v l S e   ere rh~ugh t  
(via process knowleclge) tc be quiie benign mzy, iollowing Investigzrion, ?rove to hsve 
signilkant contamin&iion present. Fiecent exampies include the discovery of nigh levels oi 
TCE contaminated waste oils in the subsufiace in OU 13, and the previouslv thought "low 
risk" process W a S i e  tanks iE 3U 9 which have been found to contain significant levels of 
both hazardous and radioactive conramination. 

SGS- 100-95 

Enclosed, please find z si;mmars/ I n p a c ~  Anaivsis associated with I ~ E  IA 3i; SWG. --e,- 
Included are genera! prosrz.riiEarlc impacs, as weil as individ& 3U p jec ;  efiiac:s. r.c;&.G 
is committed to achieving rhe ooais set OUT by DOE,FIFFO for en3Jironmenrai restoration. 
ana we are eaoer tG csnrinuf: our invoivement in the dialog as it relates tc :he IA 0i.i SWO. 
If you hxve any CuEs;ims ar require Env aadiiionai information, please conzct E. E. 
Peterman of my stafi. a P K ~ ~ S I O ~  8652. 

ental Resorarior, ProGiam Division 

SGS:mm 

Attache n t: 
As Stated 

cx: 
Ravi Batra - DOERFFO 
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Impacts Analysis 
Industrial Area Stop Work Order 

A k e y  :equire.nenr oc:i!inei in ;he SWC, is tc provids for Ensurino khzt :he qutli;./ x a  i71s;cp oi all work ac:cmoiisn~e 
cats, are reaoily discemble. In order to maintain projec: his:ory and ensure data continUl@/ and quality (especially when 
the SWO is lifted). it is recommended khat a care group of both EG8G staii and subcontrac:ed projec; staR k retained far 
i,ie duration of the SWO. I t  is in the best interest of the projec: io maintain a core group of individuais who cave intimate 
knowledqe of the projec:. No amount a i  file documentation could rEproduce NJO years of hands-on intensive technical 
work. The core group of individuals proposed for preparing the  5nal documentarion Of  the project are those !ndividuals 
wno have the most history anc knowkdge oi the projest events. 

Other factors re!ating to programmatic impacts associated with the SWO include phasing out current field si.aff, lease 
terminations, equipment return and inventory, etc. In addition to close out ana ae-mobilization costs, will be the eventual 
costs af re-mobilizing the entire field effort sometime later during FY95 or into FY96. These costs include: 

RE-MOBILIZ4TION OF CORE AND SUBCONTRACTED FIELD STAFF 

An intangible e f k t  of the SWO thzt  will bear considerable impact on the cost oi re-mobilization is the cas: oi time lost to 
cvsrcoming of the "P,ocAy Flats ineriia". For example. internal rzauirernenrs such as Operational Readiness ReI/iews 
,<:CL:$ ,e :scui;s.c ic 52 ;zczenez. C:kar d i r x  =tls;s for rs-mooiiirinc 5.vouia I ~ C ~ U C E  significan; zxcenaitures k r  5 3 ~ : : ~  
, C L ~  Environmental Tecnnotogy Sites (RFETS) soecific training, jo th  for EGZG and subc3ntrac;eo f i e ! ~  teans. 3tsz.c cn 
pas; experience with training, ana depending upon the sampling task required, it kkes on average 3 to 6 months tc fully 
tisin individuals for environmental projects so that they can sample at RFETS. Some training classes are held on En 

infrequent basis and when they are available there are limited spaces and may require other trtining classes to be 
x n p l e t e d  prior io acceptmce. An example of these are Raaiaticn Worker I t ,  and confined space entry. Tnis rziers tc thE 
r e - 5 1 2 ~  COST of field ac:ivir)l, for examole; schedule delay causei by irregular raauired training cycles, zn unianiliar 
3ersOn completing and routing a Soil Disturoance Permit t0rrec:ly the first time, a new team going through the utiii?i/ 
clearance process, new people entering the Protected Area. It could be expecxd the "Zocky Flats inerrra" could accouni 
iz: t h e  samcie callection rate for the first 30 days samplinq ac:ivity zt zero. the 60 day sample collection rate ic i/2 Fer 
sarnole pt3.r day, and the 90 sample collection rate to be, pernaps, a two samples per day. Having overc3im :he "Rocky 
'lats ine&" :ne current sample c3llection rate has averaged 3 szrnoles per day over 18 months (Refer to Tables 1 snd 

-. -~---  

? \  
- .  

A r  additionai intangible ei;ecr of the SWO is the lack of availability of Health and Sakry Soecialisrs (HSS). Due :o the 
unique requirements of RFETS only a site certified HSS can perform specific tasks required by all sampling efforts. These 
individusls ;re certified by RFETS and due to a change in the requirements, ceflirication IS becoming incretsingiy dificult 
io obtain. EG&G currently has access to 5 HSSs for the IA OUs. If the SWO becomes fully effective the HSS suppofi  
aiong with the res: of  the trained field staff, will be lost due to reassignment by the subcontractor. This may mean that the 
ncrnber of simultaneous fieid ac~vit!es that can be ac:onplishea on a qiven aay will be imoac:ea and ultimately wiil 2ffec: 
Lye overall project schedule. 

The estimated cost of  re-mobilization oi field staff and care staff is shown on Table 3. Generally, the remobilization is 
defined as providing the staff, training and equipment required to complete the specified requirements ar RFtlS. 

For Casting purposes it will be assumed that 100% of the trained and experienced staff. both field and core group, and 
Perhaps EGAG project personnel, have been lost. However, in the event the stop work is short in duration, every effort will 
be made to return RFE-TS trained and experienced personnel to the project 



The proposed steps for remobilizing is as follows: 

In addition to overall programmatic impac:s, there will be OU sp~cirlc impac:s from implenentatidn oi the SWO. These 
specific impacts are listed below. 

OU8 - 700 Area 

Impacts that will occur in OUe due to thE current stop work order issued by DOE will include, SUI not be limited to: 

. Incomplete assessment of OU8 IHSSs and proposed accelerated action sites. Wlthout completion of the remaining 
non-intrusive and intrusive field activities. it wiil be diiiicult io adequately identify accelerated action sites within OU8. 

Delay in completion ai the Non-Intrusive Technical Memorandum. Development of rechnicai memoranda will not 
occur, as outlined in the SWO. Stopping the data summary ana anslysis activities for this project will ultimately delay 
the completion of the TM and subsequent recommendations for future stages oi work. 

3~!a!/s in irnplementinc /n:;uSivE ije!o worx. 3 y  inclucrcs [he oiznnei 5eid war!< in ;ns S'X'G. 
task will not o c a r  until sum time as re-mobiliration can occur. 1 his coulo k k s  approximare!;/ 6 monLhs airer ine SWC 
is lifted. 

. czmDietion of ihis 
I 

O U 9  - Oriainal Process WastelineslOPWL) 

ImDacts that will occur in OUC rJue to the current stop work Srcer issued by DOE wiil inciude, LE: not be ii,m;res to: 

Delays in rescoping the ordeline investigation activities. Prior io the issuance of :he S'wVO. E , X G  was in the grocess 
of rescoping the technical aoproacn ana overall sc3pe t3 the process W 2 S k  pipeiine inveS;iGzIion. I ne StoD work wiil 
result in delays in development of 2 rpscooed pipeline investigation. This rescooing eiiori involved realacing : e5  pit 
excavation for aipeline inv/estigaticn with less intrusive ceoorobe sampling. In fac: The irncrsvemonr h2s been vernally 
agrees to by kcr;: reguiE::-; ag?.ncies. 

-, 

* Delays to the pipeline T U $ ; ,  'Vc!. 2. In addition to :he delays in rescgpina the pipeline field investigations, the 
development and submittal oi the Draft and Final Pipeline Technical Memorandum $1, Volume 2, will alsa be afiectec! 
by the  SWO. 

- With the cessation of ail intrusive field activities planned for OU 9. a significant impact to selectin9 suitable sites for the 
OU9 acceleraed actions wiil result. This IS oue primarriv to the fact that little datz is avariaole rezarding the nature and 
extent of contamination associated with OU9. Delaying investigative field work, ana no; bully characrefiring the 
subsurface conditions, wiil resuit losi time and money pursuing accelerated actions in areas where the extent Of 

-.  .. contamination may be much iess than may be present elsewhere within the Industrial Area. . .  

d - Delays in the preparation of Technical Memorandum $2, Volume 1. I nis document will be delayed and cznnot be 
prepared until completion of TM#. Volume 2. 

OUIO - Other Outside Closures 

I-DZC:S ihat wiil CCC'J; in C?:: SUE :o ;>E zurren: s:op wcrK z iczi  issuej by 3C)E wiil inc:udo, SL: zcx SE !inricc :a: 

* Delay in compieuon of ?hase I FZFI/RI assessrent Work. The completion oi the reraining Skge i ficId invesdg2Uons 
and subsequent future acivrties wiil be aetayec Qntil sucn time E$ the SWO is lifted. Tnis wiil include eventual 
development of remeaial eiternatives and methodologies. 



. \  
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OU12 - 400/800 Area 

Irnoacts ;Sat will occur in OU12 due to the current sccp wow arae: issued by DOE will include, but not be lirnirsd :CI  

. Delays in canpletion of the Final Phase I non-intrusive technical memorandum. The Preliminary Drti? technical 
memorandum (TM) summarizing the results of the non-intrusive activities has been completed and reviewed internally. 
In order to complete this document, additional review and comment would be necessary to develop and complete the 
Finai TM for agency and DO€ approval. 

Delay in future activities. By delaying complerion of the non-intrusive TM, this will fur ther  delay the recommendation 
and implementation future inrrusive work based on the non-intrusive TM. 

Delay in campletian of the Suriace WaierlS2diment samolinc. I f  the SWO is to take effect immediately, the inpacis 3r; 
EGaG's subc3ntrac:or ic eiier,:ively cxnolere th'e suface war;r and seiirnent sanplinq v~ould nor dlow them ic 
tzm3l~':t rhis sarnplins tasx. 
c3llec:aa and inciuaeo in eacn OU non-intrusive TM. 

-. 
ni5 wouid zlso have a ,:Err; ever e ? ~ c :  is; 211 of !LE IAOU. 2s ;;?is ,:=:E is kine 

OUl3-100 Area 

;mpac:s inai wiil occur in OU13 due to the  cwrenr stop worK order issued by DOE will include, but ncr oe IimrtX :a. 

* 3elavs in i i - ~ i ~ i ~ l  cnaractertza:ion. As in otner OU's, DUI: IS oooriy characterizsd. particularly in the S U D S U ~ C ~  Tne 
rsceni aiscovery TCE contaminateo waste oils in OU1: would support this assertion. Additional investigaticr; is 
required :o iully understand that nature and extent of cznramination in OU13. 

* Delays in c3rnpletion of the Final Phase I non-infmsive technical memorandum. Delays in ComDIerion oi the Non- 
intrusive TIM wiil ultimately delav :he later stages of wofK. 

OUl4-Radioactive Sites 

Impacts t ia t  !;iil! occur in OU14 due to the current s o p  work m e r  issued by DOE will include, but not be limited to: 

- Delays in initial characterhation. Considerably more data needs to be collected if we are to fully understand the nature 
and exten: oi contamination in OUl4. 

- Other delays would be imposed on OUI.? relative to scnedulinq and human resources. Resources are wasted if we 
need to pull crews out o f  the field, and remobilize later. In aadition, turn over in the ranks of the subcDntractOrS based 
0n.Z lengthy delay may require aaditional training for new replacements, thereby aiiecting projec: scnedules. 

D ~ ! a y s  in campiencr, si ::e r:,?zi phase I n ~ n - 1 f i ; x s ; v ~  :SXT~;CEI ,Terzrxcum. M z v s  in csr,cleocr; of the won- 
intrusive TM will ult inae!y aeiay n e  iater s:ages oi wcw. 

Compietion of final data comoiiation. Significant tnaiytical data remains to be tssimilated into the R f  EOS. for later 
evaluation. Discontinuing wcrk on this projec: now CDUIO jeopardize data continuity and quality in thE ?uture. 

-. * 



Stzo Wcrk Order Alternative P!an 

It is in the best inceresi oi :he project to maintain the individuals w h o  have the mas: hisiory on the IA. As 3ari of t h e  over211 
IA projec:, an lnteoratei Field Sampling Plan was developed. In preparation oi this plan. ixiensive evaluation oi the 
overlapping and adjacent individual hazardous substance sites (IHSS) was oeriorrneci. Tnis eiYorr is the first in 
determining the reconfiguration of  the IA OUs. The individuals involved in the preparation of this plan have intimate 
knowledge o f  the background ana history of the IA IHSSs that can not be duplicated on paper. 

. .  . 
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TABLE 1 

SUMMARY OF ESTIMATE9 SUBCONTRACTOR DEM3BILIZ4TION I P,E-MOBILI~TlON CCST 

:Car? Staff Cemobiiirailon 5 5i33.58O.OC 
c 

' Fielc Sk? 3+Modi i i i~t lo~  w 55,O; 5.OG 

lCore Staff Re-Mobdization ~ S 226.200.CO I 
I EauiDrnenr Re-Mobilization s 3:.600.00 , 

I Subcantractor Re-Mooilkation ' S 50,085.00 

iTOTAL ! S 1,125,780.00 j 

* ~ Fiela StsG R+iLlobllizzrlon s 2sa,ooo.o@ 

i 

I I 

r 



~- TAaLE 2 
Es:irnated Subcontr2c:or De-mobilization Cost 

L 
I 

Extend ed 1 NoteslCamrnents Number of Number of Average  Task 
FTE 

CORE GROUP DE-MOBILIZATION 

Hours:iTE i- CosUHR Cost 

! '  I I I 

!E !Oversee and direc: field staff oe-mob 41 1601 5 65.00 I 5 461,600.00 I 

: 3: 16; S 50.00 I S 2,400.00 ! 
D !Site/Projec: Closure/Record Trans 1 2: 801 S 50.00 i 9 8,000.00 I 

'0 !Personnel lost io project 3; 8i S 50.00 ~ S 1,200.00 , Exir interview/physicai 

I 

: iSample&Dara management trans I 41 160i S 65.00 I S 41.600.00 
: Dsta Cornoiiation/S remaining OUs 12i 220! S 65.00 ~ S 249.600.00 I 

1 Personnel losi to RFETS Drojec: 3; a i  5 65.00 I 5 1,560,OO iExirin9 L Ecuic rstarr. 

i Personnei lost of R F t l S  project I 3i 8 '  5 55.00 I S 1,560.00 1 Exiting 8 ECIU!O :etum 

I?orsonnei lost io ZFETS projeci SI 8 1  S 65.00 1 S 1,560.OCI i Exrtina & Eauic rerum 

,Summary repofis OUs 9i 3201 S 65.00 : 5 i87.200.00 I 

i Field Activiiy OU I2 & 8 I 61 801 5 65.00 ~ S 3i,200.00 ~ 

P:o!ec: z:csiirE 3 '59, f 5 5 . E  5 ~ ~ . 2 0 @ . 0 0  

^ ,  

_. 

i s - -  - .  -.- . .'.q+ 5p3~azo:ooi - L  I 

a 1  I I 

! 1Note:Activity aurauon code provide the estimate time frame for acuvity to occur I 
I I I 
I I I 

/ IA=7days I I 
j ! 6 = 1 4 d a y s  I I 

I C = 30 to 45 aavs 
3 = Up to SCJ days 
= = Sreater :nan 53 cays 

I 



Table 2 (cont.) 
Subcontractor Field Staff 

1 Task I Number  of 1 Number  ai Average  I Ex:end ed I tqotes/Comnents 

De-MOb i)rlller VIA 3 5 Z 2 1 5 g O  S 3 715 00 - 
,- ,File Mg:, Dara Q#GC, lnv 2 LO s 56 00 s ? 000 90 
3 File Mgr, Otta CXQC Inv 3 s 3000  5 5,000 00 

S /File Mgt, Data Q b C C .  Inv 3 '  E? s 5 0 0 0  s '2,000 00 

r 3 I GPS-LocateISurvey Samole 3:s 2' LOi s 50.00 s 4,000 00 I 

S IPersonne! lost tc groject 2 2 ' s  5 0 0 0  S 2,400.00 h i :  Inrervlew/ohys;cai 

Z ,G?S-Locare!Surveu Sarnole P!s - 31 80 S 50 00 S 3,000 00 
2 ,Personnel lost to projec: 51 a1 s 5000 1 5  2,000 00 I EXIT inrerview/pnyslcai 

i 3 I Decon/Rad Survey Equipment 31 i61 S 50.00 1 S 2,400.00 I 
8.000.00 I 1 D Wte/Project Closure/Record Trans I - 4  71 80i S 50.00 1 S 

0 /Personnel lost to Drojecr 3; 8 :  S 50.00 ' S 1,200.00 Exit tnterview/physlcal 
I E 1 Project Closure 2' 8 1  S 50.00 1 S 8 ~ 0 . 0 0  1 Exit rntervtewionvsrcai 

- 

I 
I 

r- I FTE } Hours 

I 

I 1 

I 
[Note: i I 

SA = 7 Days 
B = 14 Days 

- 30 Days  
G = 45 Days 
E = 60 D a y  I 

lP - 

cos: I Ccst  

... , , , .. .- -. 
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Table 3 ._ 

Estircated Subcmtractcr Re-mobilization Cost 

Dzr. I Task I Number of  I Number of I Average I Extended I NoteslComments 
Code I FTE I HourslFTEI CostlHR I I 

?E-MOBILIZATION OF CORE SUBCONTRACTOR GROUP 

- -  C ,Project S;ai->nc i2 2 3 65 00 S 3,90000 

0 ;Train (RFETS) 12 47 I 5 65.00 I S 31 980 00 
C ISlte previewlorojecr briefing I 12i 81 S 65.00 I S 6,24000 1 

, ~~- 
I Rad Worker I i 12: ~ 1 
I GETIGEFIT 24 I I I 

~ RCRA 3 :  I 

j Fit Test iI I I 
i Computer I 01 i I 

I 

I I 

I 

E /Site Soeciiic H&S Tralning 12' 161 S 65.00 I 9 12,480.00 
E j Review WP/FSPIHSP/lMP I 12; 501 5 65.00 I S 46,80000 I 
E 'RFETS Procedures/OP/Contr. I 12' 160, S 65.00 i S 12&,800.00 

I I I I I I 

I I I ,  I 

Z€-~vlOBILIZATION OF FIELD STAFF 
\ 

C , Project Skafing 12. 51 5 50.00 1 S 3,000.00 I 

D /Site preview/Dro]ect briefing 151 81 5 50.00 I S 6,000.00 1 
0 'Prooram oversight 1 151 81 S 50.00 I S 6,000.00 

15, 1001 S 50.00 S 75,000.00 E I rain (RFETS) - -  
Fiao Worer  24 I 

' RCRA I 1 - 1  I 

I 
I 1 GETIGEST  I 24 I 

A ,  I 

Core Loacer I I 81 I 

COT .. 
I Oecm / 8ufier 1 3 
I Fit Test 1:  I 

I I 

~ ~ 

I Cornouter 4 '  
f /Site Specific H&S Training i 151 241 5 50.00 1 5 18,000.00 I 
E IProcedures/SOPW review 1 151 401 S 50.00 I 5 30,000.00 ! 

151 1601 S 30.00 1 5 120,000.00 I 
1 .  58:O-OEUOJ 

E ]On the Job Training I 
S u ~tOt.al:+c o,stmme:rno bi I Eatio n - 5 M e l t t f s b e - S  --. -. 

I 
- I  -_- . - I 1 

- I  
I I I S  - I -  

- - I -  - . . _. - - .  I 
RE-MOBILKATtON OF EQUIPMENT AND SUPPLIES 
E 1 Trailer Set-up I 2! 401 S 50.00 I S 4,000.00 I 

I 

- j 1 5  E lldentificatran of GFE, I 
1 Disposable, Rentals, H&S I 
I EquiDment and supplier ' 31 8 0 1  S 50.00 I S 12,000.00 1 
Acwre  Disoosaoles ana 

Rental - 20 5 50.00 j d.000 00 
- - Prooerry ControUlnventory/ 

I Tagging I 7 ;  do1 5 50.00 I 9 2,000.00 I 
t 1 Support - Clencal I 2'  801 S 30.00 I 5 4,800.00 I 
- - /Field Readiness I 41  Z ~ I  s 50.00 I 5 C,~OO.OO I 

I 
- 1  I S  

. s  

- - - 
- 
- - 



Table 3 (cont.) 
Estimated Subcontrac:or Re-mobilization Cos; 

/Note: Activity auration code proviaes the estimate time frame for activity to occur I 

L I I L I I 

I 

. ~- 

I 
I 

I 

RE-MOBILIZATION OF SUBCONTRACTORS I 

E [Prepare SOW 4:  401 s 50.00 ' 5 t ,000.30 ~ 

! I 

E I Distribute RFPs 21 2d!  5 50.00 i S 2.4G0.00 I 

E j RsviewIAward Subcontracx ~ 4 ;  361 5 50.00 j S 7.2CO.00 i 
E 1 Mobilization" i i I I S 3,125.00 I 
E :Train (RFETS) I 4!  37; S 50.00 I S 7,400.00 I 

1 Rad Worker I 41 12! S 50.00 1 S 2,400.00 1 
1 GET/GERT 4!  241 s 50.00 I s 4,aoo.oo i 
~ Fit Test 41 1;  S 50.00 I S 200.00 : 

E i Site Specific H&S Training 1 41 16; 5 65.00 I 5 4.160.00 I 

E I RF ETS Procedures/OP/Contr. I 41 401 S 65.00 I S 10,400.00 

. -. ,.  . .  

ISubtotal , ---.-..-< --I_ cos:. -__ far - ..-_ ~ ,. re-mobilization , .___ _ _  ._ .Of __ _ .  . subcontractor& ._ .... . . ." 
~ .-.- .- 

- -  s f Z , O E . C O  -. .- 



\ 

-.... b - -  
Table 2 (cont.) - .-* . 

Care Subc3nt:actor Staff 

r 
I + 

.. 

1 Number  of I Numaer of Average  Extended NoteslComments 
I l--G--l cost 

Task 

- 
jA 2eview A lniewiew iL  5 5 55.50 ' S  3,900.00 

/E Train (OH%; 12 0 s 50.00 , s 

1 j Rad Worker : 2 ;  
t 1 ! 

4 -  

I S  I_ Hire I ~hys ica i  i Site iieview 12 3 5 55.00 1 5  6,240.00 

/C :Train (RFETS', 7 2! LIi S 50.00 i S 24,600.00 j 

! GET/GE,3T ! 24 I 
3CRA i 4; I I 

, Fit Test 1;  I 

C \Site Specific H&S Training ! 121 161 5 65.00 I S 12,480.00 1 
C /Review WPIFSPIHSPIIMP ! 121 SO i  S 65.00 j S 46,800.00 I 
C i RFETS Procedures/OP/Contr ~ 17!  1601 S 6500 S 124,800.00 I 

I I I I 
I S 218,820.00 I I 1 TOTAL I I 



Table 3 (cont) 
Equipment 

1 Task Numoer  of rI FTE 
Number of I Average  Extended Nc:eslComnents 

cos: t---l H o u r s  I cost  

j !  I ! 01 
! I  I I ! 

,TOTAL S 33.600 00 t 

"ote: 1 
D;ys I 

A _ -  
e -  

a = Id Days 
,C = 33 to 60 Dzvs 



Table 3 (cant) 
Other Subcontractor 

Task Number of --I FTE 
Number OT [ Average  Extend ea Notes/Comrnents 

Hours I cost Cost 

- 
$ 

,:, Prr3ars SOW - .  .In 3 50.00 s 6,0CO.00 
3 Dismbute F;=,?s i 24 3 5 S . C O I  S 2,eOC.OO 
F 5swewiAward Suxcnrracrs + Zd 5 5G.GC , S 7,2G0.00 
C: Mobilization' i s  3,125.00 i ' 

S .Train (RFETS) A '  2 7 :  s 50.00 1 s 7,400.00 

* 

- 

2,400.00 I 
I Rad Worker 4 \ 72' s 50.00 I 5 
: GSTiGERT $ '  2 4 ;  s 50.00 I s 4,800.00 I 

j Fit Test d! ii S 50.00 i 
I I I I I 

C ,Site Specific HAS Tralning , dl 161 S 6500 I S 4,160.00 j 

C RFETS Procedures/OP/Contr. 41 401 S 65.00 I S 10,400 00 I 
I I I $  

~ 
~ -~ -~ 

I 

TOTAL I S  49,885.00 

" Cost IS weighreg average ai aril1 rig mobilization 
t: :e 

I I I 
I , 

,A = 7 Dzys 
S = 14 Days I I 

IC = 30 to 60 Days I I I 


